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New Jersey Court of Errors and|marked “Absolutely no bills to go} .. ; oe, ,..| to a truck damaged in a collision| year-old driver of thé 
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does not cause an injury for which} The judgment is reversed and a| William K. Flanagan, Tre 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. | redress may be had. But where a|venire de novo awarded. | and Walter F. Waldau 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. municipality deliberately enters up- 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 |]jon a scheme of drainage, in pur- TITLE SEARCHES 
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from a large area, and, by artificial MONMOUTH COUNTY 
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the testator is desirous of 
athing or devising property 
e public purposes above enu- 
ed. As a practical matter, it 


ste possible for a man of sub- 
| holdings, to make adequate 
his wife and children 


jon for 
ser dependents, and also pro-| 
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estate. 

noted that where only 

















Wills and Trusts 


Within the purview of the pur- 
| poses for which the property may be 
| disposed, through a last will, and 
| yet be exempt, there exists much 
liberality. There is the situation, 
for example, where a testator be- 
queathed the sum of $100,000 to the 
Carnegie Institute of Technology, to 
establish scholarships for physically - 
sound high school graduates needing 
assistance, with the provision that 
the recipients of the benevolence 
possess the name of “Gulentz”, the 
same name as the testator. The will 
further provided, that in deciding 
upon the beneficiaries, that a pre- 
ference be shown to the decendent’s 
relatives. Notwithstanding the nar- 
rowness of the group of potential! 
recipients, the Court held that the 
sums comprising the bequest for the 
tuition scholarships, were exempt in 
ascertaining the decedent’s net tax- 
able estate”. 








Property Previously Taxed 

The law specifically provides that 
under certain circumstances, pro- 
y which was previously taxed, 
shall be excludible in computing the 
taxable value of the net estate of 
the decedent”. 

The significant portion of the Code 


pert 





| reads as follows: 


“Property Previously Taxed.— 
An amount equal to the value of 
any property (i) forming a part 
of the gross estate situated in the 
United States of any person who 
died within tive years prior to the 
death of the decedent, or (2) 
transferred to the decedent by gift 
within five years prior to his 
death, where such poperty can be 
identified as having been received 
by the decedent from the donor 
by gift, or from such prior deced- 
ent by gift, devise, or inheritance, 
or which can be identified as hav- 
ing been acquired in exchange for 
property received. Property 
includible in the gross estate of 
the prior decedent under section 
811(f) and property included in 
total gifts of the donor under sec- 
tion 1000(c) received by the de- 
described in this subsec- 
tion shall, for the purpose of this 
subsection, be considered be- 
quest of such prior decedent or 
gift of such donor. This deduc- 
tion shall be allowed only where 

gift tax imposed under Chapter 
4. or under Title III of the Rev- 
nue Act of 1932, 47 Stat. 245. 
r an estate tax imposed under 
is chapter or any Act of Con- 
was finally determined and 
y or on behalf of such don- 


so 


cedent 
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gress, 























the gift, or the gross estate of such 
prior decedent, and only to the 
extent that the value of such pro- 
perty is included in the decedent’s 
gross estate, and only if in deter- 
mining the value of the net estate 
of the prior decedent no deduc- 
tion was allowable under this 
subsection, section 861(a)(2), or 
the corresponding provisions of 
any prior Act of Congress, in re- 
spect of the property or property 
given in exchange thereof.” 

In order to obtain the benefit of 
the exemption on previously taxed 
property, it is essential that the ex- 
ecutor or administrator of the de- 
cedent’s estate clearly identify the 
property which was _ previously 
taxed“. The burden, with respect 
to undisputed identification of pre- 
viously taxed property, can be 
greatly eased by the testator him- 
self setting forth in a fully described 
manner, that property which was 
previously taxed. This same pro- 
cedure is equally advisable where 
property passing through the deced- 
ent’s estate was received by him at 


an earlier date, in exchange for 
property which was_ previously 
taxed. 


Where the identity of the previ- 
ously taxed property clearly es- 
tablished, a gross reduction can be 
obtained, in an amount equivalent 
to the value of the property as it 
stood in the gross estate of the prior 
decedent.” 

Executor Tax Powers 

Many controversial situations 
rise respecting amounts of Federal 
estate taxes due upon transfers of 
property at death. The Treasury 
Department might take one position, 
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and the executor of the estate an- 
other. Not infrequently, advanta- 
geous opportunities present them- 
selves for executors compromise 


the amount of estate taxes demanded. 





All too often, howe the will of 
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flexible language, that the executor 
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the drafting of a will is the empow- 
ering of the executor compromise 
taxes wherever such tion would 
be in the best interests of the estate 
and the _ beneficiarie concerned 
thereunder. Without authority, 
invariably it becomes necessary to 
| petition the appropriate Court for| 
| instructions with respe o the pro- 
cedure to be pursued. This results 
in unnecessary delays and costs, as 
well as a jeopardizing of the same 
favorable settlement tunities. 





Divorced Wife Entitled to Increased Alimony 
after Payments Became Taxable, Court Holds 





Chicago, Ill. (CCNS)—A divorcedheld in a case of first impression 


wife was entitled to an increase in 
her alimony and in the allowance 
for the support of her child after 
the federal revenue laws were 
changed to make alifnony payments 
taxable in the hands of the recipi- 


ent, First District Appellate Court | 








er’s death, all of the property is 
left to the son, should he then die 
more than five years after his moth- 
er, the same property might again 
be subjected to Federal estate taxes. 
Thus, a triple tax on the same pro- 
perty might needlessly result. 

The double, or possible triple tax 
can be avoided through the intro- 
duction of that tax technique, known 
as a life estate, or life estates. Where 
the intention of the testator is 
clear,” with the aid of this mechan- 
ism, the testator can leave his pro- 
perty so that his wife can enjoy it 
for the rest of her natural life, and 
yet simultaneously permit it to de- 
volve to their son, without Federal 
estate taxes being required at the 
time of the mother’s death. Should 
the testator’s child not have a long 
life expectancy, where the estate is 
sufficiently large, consideration 
might be given by the original tes- 
tator to the creating of two suc- 
cessive life estates:- the first for the 
mother, and the second for the son. 
Thereafter, the principal of the es- 
tate could devolve outright to the 
son’s children. In this manner, 
both the mother and the son can be 
adequately provided for during 
their natural lives, with no estate 
tax being required on the property 
originally having been transferred 
by the father. either upon the sub- 
sequent death of the mother, or up- 
on the even later death of the son. 
Estates for Less than Life 

Situations exist, in which, it might 
prove inexpedient for the testator to 
create a life estate for his wife. It 
may be, for example, that he has a 
son, age 20, whom he feels, 
within ten years, will be capable of 
adequately providing for himself. Or, 
alternatively, the testator might con- 
clude that while the property which 
he leaves at the time of his deatn 
might be sufficient to provide an 
income to his wife for a number of 
years (with possible periodic inva- 
sions of the corpus), at the expira- 
tion of that time she might require 
the entire principal. 

Under either of the above cir- 
cumstances, the testator might wish 
to create a trust for his wife for a 
fixed period, let us say, ten years. 





(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 


15. Comm 





in this state. 


The wife petitioned for an increase 
on the theory that not only was the 
amount available for her living ex- 
penses reduced by the change in the 
Jaw but the husband was left with 
a greater sum by reason of the fact 
that he could deduct the payments. 

It was objected at the outset that 
the amounts could not be changed 
because they were fixed in an agree- 
ment that was carried into the de- 
cree. On this point, however, the 
court remarked that the rights of 
the parties were governed by the 
decree and not by the agreement. 

At the hearing below the chancel- 
lor reached the conclusion that the 
wife should not be allowed to de- 
feat the intent of Congress in chang= 
ing the law by attempting .to shift 
her tax burden to the husband. 

Appellate Court pointed out, how=- 
ever, that when the alimony pay= 
ments became taxable, such taxes 
were as much a part of the wife’s 
living expenses as what she had to 
spend for food and clothing. 

“We think any decrease in the 
wife’s income, whether due to the 
payment of income taxes or to any 
other reason which reduces her in- 
come beyond what is necessary for 
her station in life may be consid- 
ered. (Russell v. Russell, 142 F 
(2d) 753, at page 754). 

“From the pleadings in the case 
it appears that as a result of the 
amendments to the Internal Revenue 
code of 1942 the balance remaining 
in the hands of the plaintiff was 
substantially reduced after the pay- 
ment of her income tax, whereas 
the balance remaining in the hands 
of the defendant after the payments 
of his income taxes was substantially 
increased. 

“We hold that this change in the 
financial status of the parties was 
sufficient to justify the chancellor 
in modifying the decree, and that 
an additional allowance of alimony 
should be made.” (Jacobs v. Jacobs, 
328 Ill. App. 133). 
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RETAIN THE DISTINCTION 


The agitators for the abolition of distinction between attorneys and 
counsellors seem to be divided into two camps. The extremists call for 
an outright unconditional obliteration of the distinction, whereas the 
moderate group submits an alternative,—abolition, or counsellors’ ex- 
aminations that justify the distinction. 

The critics of the present system argue that our fundamental trouble 
is that we have a very low standard for admission to the bar; that a 
poorly qualified attorney does not become a better lawyer merely because 
he passes the counsellors’ examinations; and that the distinction would 
not be necessary if we had higher standards for admission to the bar. 

Granting everything that has been said, that very argumenj exhibits 
a good reason for requiring higher qualitications for persons aspiring to| 
practice before our Appellate Courts.—it least until the standards of} 
admission to the bar are raised. 

It is also argued that the taking of counsellors’ examinations is a| 
nuisance entailing expense, ard interferes with the lawyer’s practice; | 
that a busy attorney may not find time to take the examination; or, that | 
after specializing in a certain branch of law, a practitioner may not be | 

| 
| 
| 





able to pass the examination. These are the stock excuses of the lazy 
and inept. 

Still another argument is: Since an attorney may try cases and give 
his services on matters involving millions of dollars, why debar him 
from arguing an appeal? The answer is obvious. A beginner must be 
given an opportunity to practice in the lower courts in order to acquire 
experience and skill. But the fact that the rules of court are not more | 
restrictive of the attorneys’ activities, is no reason for permitting an 
inexperienced attorney to practice before the Appellate Courts. 

Another contention that is pressed is this: Since the Chancellor and | 
Chief Justice need not be counsellors, why require any higher qualifica- 
tion to appear before our Appellate Courts? The argument defeats 
itself because it leads to an absurdity. ‘There is nothing in the Federal | 
Constitution requiring that the Justices of the United States Supreme | 
Court be lawyers. All that is required is that they be learned in the law. 
In view of that, would the proponents of the change admit non-lawyers 
to practice before the United States Supreme Court? 

In criticizing the counsellors’ examinations, the moderate group have 
a valid point. It must be admiited that the type cf counsellors’ examina- 
tions that have prevailed in recent years does not justify the maintenance 
of the distinction between attorneys and counsellors. But conceding 
this point does not settle the problem. The real question is whether or| 
not the counsellors’ examinations should be changed so as to emphasize | 
and implement the distinction, in the interest of the better administra- | 





tion of justice. 
Our distinciion between attorneys and counsellors is deeply rooted | 


From time immemorial it has| 


in hundreds of years of judicial history. | 
been recognized that appellate advocacy requires special knowledge and| 
experience. The average attorney does little appellate work. Our present | 
court rules afford him a three-year period within which to qualify for | 
that specialized work. This is not a long period, and even the critics 
admit that attorneys do not suffer any real hardship or prejudice by 
reason of the present system. Under the rules of the United States | 
Supreme Court no lawyer may be admitted to practice therein until he| 
has practiced in the highest Court of his State for at least three years. | 

A counsellor’s license ought to mean something, and should be evi- | 
dence that the holder thereof is competent to practice in the Appellate 
Courts. That is the principle test laid down by the present rules. That} 
test dictates that the counsellors’ examination should be radically different 
from that required of attorneys. The counsellors’ examination should be 
framed to ascertain the practitioner’s trial experience, and his knowledge | 
of the jurisdiction ot the several appellate courts, and the types of | 
questions reviewable therein, and of their rules and procedure. And he 
should demonstrate his ability to prepare an intelligent brief and all 
legal papers involved in an appeal. 

A day’s experience in the Court of Errors and Appeals (listening to 
arguments and reading briefs) will prove that there is much to be desired 
in the way of raising the standards of appellate advocacy in this State 
A trained appellate bar could do much to improve the administration of | 
justice, to say nothing about saving thousands of dollars to litigants in | 
in the preparation and prosecution of appeliate proceedings. 

There is another practical reason for the distinction. One does not | 
become a lawyer upon hanging out his shingle. Success and skill in any 
profession is due, in large measure, to study and industry. The present 
system tends to alert young attorneys, and compels them to continue their 


legal studies for at least three years. 
ISRAEL B. GREENE 


Divorce Suits Hit Peak 





Essex Chairmen of N.Y.U. 
Law School Drive Named 





Trenton, N. J. 
diction that matrimonial cases in} 
New Jersey Chancery Court wil! 
reach an all-time high this year of 
more than 10,000 cases was an- | 
nounced here by Paul S. Gallena, 
| chief clerk of the court, on the basis | 
of 4,117 filings of causes through 


a a em (CCNS)—A pre-|} 
Judge Joseph L. Smith of Newark, 
George H. Blake of West Orange, 
and Jacob L. Newman of Newark 
have been appointed Co-Chairman 
of the Essex County Committee of 
the New York University School of 
Law $3,000,000 Building Fund Cam- 
paign, Dean Arthur T. Vanderbilt 
announced today. 











year’s record total of 8,714 filings. 


| tablish 
| must 


| sincerity, 
|} your genuine desire to measure up 





Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 





Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journal 

The excellent editorial of Joseph 
Harrison, Esq., has evoked consider- 
able discussion among the lawyers 
in Camden County. Entitled “Abol- 
ish The Distinction” in your May 
16th issue, there is little doubt 
among the majority with whom I 
have spoken that there is much 
merit and substance in Mr. Harri- 
son’s contention that the counsel- 
lor examination be abolished. 

It is regrettable that this farcical 
nuisance is still in existence; that 
the New Jersey lawyers have not 
accomplished its removal and that 
our State, which is a progressive 
one, should prove delinquent in this 
particular instance. 


EDWIN SEGAL 


GETTING STARTED 
In the Practice of Law 


Credit and Business Standing 
Though you are a_ professional 
worker, the community judges you 
as a business man. Your reputation 
in personal business dealings is one 
basis for appraising your character 
and integrity. If you are prompt in 
payment of your obligations, pru- 
dent and careful in financial trans- 
actions, and thoroughly honest in 
all business dealings, you will soon 
gain the confidence of other busi- 
ness men in your judgment and dis- 
cretion in these important matters. 
Live modestly and within your 
income. The beginning years are 
difficult enough without the added 
burden of debts acquired through 


extravagant tastes and standards of 


| living. There will be time enough to 


indulge desires to “keep up with the 
Joneses” when you have firmly es- 


| tablished yourself on a sound finan- 


cial basis. Learn to save a little as 
you savings accumulate 
surprisingly and provide a backlog 
for future security. The respect you 
gain thereby is worth more than 
any transient pleasure you may find 
in living beyond your means. 

The public regards the lawyer as 
one trained and peculiarly fitted for 
leadership. You must carry on that 
high tradition by your active parti- 
cipation in public affairs. The bar 
must be ever on the side of law, or- 
der and justice; it cannot compro- 
mise its principles by supporting or 
indirectly aidi any effort that 
against great ends 
professional service. 

You will not immediately step in- 


go along; 


ng 
work ry eee f 
WOrkKS tnose 0. 


|{o the role of public leader but you 


can, by your diligence and loyalty, 
give early evidence of the qualities 
that, in the maturity of experience 
will qualify and mark you for com- 
munity leadership. However small 
the task assigned to you, discharge 
it promptly, faithfully and effective- 
ly. By such devotion to public duty 


} you will build a reputation for in- 


dustry and dependability that will 
reflect lasting credit upon you and 
the bar of which you are a member. 

Not the least of your efforts to es- 
a good name for yourseif 
be directed toward the other 
If they 


lawyers in the community. 


jare favorably impressed with your 


your friendliness, and 


to the high standards of professional 


|} conduct and service, you will find a 


warm welcome among them. They 


| will be sympathetic and generous 


in their advice on professional mat- 
ters, they will be eager to help you 
succeed, they will refer clients to 
you irom time to time, and their ob- 
servational ability will carry great 
weight in the community at large. 

You will find that much of your 
professional work will require im- 
plicit reliance on the word and hon- 
or of your fellow lawyers. They, in 
turn, must be assured of your reli- 
ability and integrity. Without the 
complete confidence of the courts 
and bar you will face difficult times 
indeed in the practice of your pro- 
fession. You are presumed to come 


April this year compared to last|to the bar with these necessary | 


qualities. 


Bar Association Notes 


Jersey City Bar Association 
The Jersey City Bar Association 
will hold its regular monthly meet- 
ing tonight, at 8:30 P. M. at the 
First Criminal Court, 910 Bergen 
| Ave., Jersey City. The guest speak- 
er will be Harry Sabbath Bodin of 
the New York Bar. Mr. Bodin con- 
ducts many of the trial courses for 
the N. Y. Practicing Law Institute. 


He has also edited and contributed | 


to many of the monographs prepared 
under the direction of Dean Roscoe 


will be most instructive. 


On the business agenda for the| 


meeting is consideration of hos- 
pitalization insurance for members 
of the association. 


FEDERAL BAR ASSOCIATION OF 
NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY 
AND CONNECTICUT 


A Luncheon, under the auspices | 


of the Association’s Committee on 
| international Law, of which Mr. 
Joseph A. Caras is the Acting Chair- 
man, will be held at the Lawyers 

Club, 115 Broadway, New York 
City, on May 28th, 1946, at 12:30 
sharp. 

The speaker will be Mr. Asher 
Brynes, whose subject is: ‘Govern- 
ment Against the People—Is an In- 
ternational Police Force the Rem- 
edy?’ 

Mr. Brynes cuts through the shib- 
boleths, of propaganda in his book, 
“Government Against the People.” 
He was a Fellow of the Guggenheim 
Foundation in 1938, 1939 and 1944; 
the final research for his book was 
completed at the Institution for 
Advanced Study in Princeton. This 
his second book in the field of 
political science, and represents a 
further development, through the 
analysis of a specific political in- 
stitution, the police, of the point of 
view that led a reviewer to write, 
several ago, that “He thinks 
as an individualist, a democrat, a 
member of a great functioning com- 
munity. 

By instinct, logic and taste he is 
suspicious of centralized govern- 
ment, of bureaucrats, of intellectu- 
als, of pressure groups, and of areas 
closed to free competition. The 
property of his argument, which 
differentiates it from most of the 
American discussions of the sort, is 
its energetic extension to the in- 
ternational sphere. . .” 

Subscriptions to the Luncheon are 
$2.25 each—No tickets will be print- 
ed. The seating capacity is limited, 
so telephone Simone N. Gazan now, 
at Digby 4-1674 to reserve your 
seat, and send your check to him 
at One Broadway, New York City. 
A Business Meeting of the Asso- 
ciation will follow the Luncheon. 


is 


years 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
BAR ASSOCIATION 


The Cumberland County 
Bar Association held its annual 
meeting May 16th at the Cohanzik 
Country Club at Bridgeton. Former 
Judge W. Howard Sharp was elected 
President of the Association, suc- 
ceeding Albert W. Kauffman. David 
L. Horuvitz was elected Vice Pres- 
ident and Leon M. Bardfeld was 
re-elected secretary-treasurer for 
his 18th consectutive term. 

A new board of directors was 
also elected and comprises— Keron 
D. Chance and Joshua V. Davidow 
of Bridgeton; Charles Gant and 
Harry Waltman of Millville; and 
Philip L. Lipman and Samuel L 
Shapiro of Vineland. 

The association adopted a reso- 
lution recommending a County Dis- 
trict Court. Cumberland County is 
one of the very few counties in the 
state without a District Court. It 
was said that such a Court would 
particularly benefit the citizens of 
the county in that it would make 
possible the speedy trial of civil 
suits up to $500. without burdening 
the litigant with the expensive high- 
er courts; it would avoid the pres- 
ent ‘double-court’ trial in smaller 
cases, wherein a trial first takes 


place in the Justice of the Peace! 


Court then an appeal is taken to 
the county court, adding consider- 
|able in court costs.and legal fees; 


| and in that the costs of a 
!Court are frequently less 


{costs in the present Justice , 
Peace courts. 

| It was recommended 
next dinner-meeting be hel; 
testimonial to the returned 
bers of the bar who served 
|armed forces. 


the 


t was also recommended 
{annual boat outing be res 
a committee will be narhe 
purpose. 

A revised schedule of mi: 
fees was adopted by the < 


40 


po as they are complet 
\Officers of Bar Gr 
| Plan for Conferen 


| 

| All-Day Meeting Preceding & 

! of Delegates of American } 
Is Arranged 


Chicago, Ill. (CCNS)—Of, 
| Bar organizations and others 

ested in the work of the o 
profession will have a f 
discussion of Bar associatic 
ities in connection with th: 
year meeting here of the A 
|Bar Association’s House of 
gates. 

The house will meet on } 
and Tuesday, May 27-28, w 
Conference of Bar Associatior 
cers will be held on Sunda; 
sessions will be held ar the 
water Beach Hotel. 

Two Principal Subjects 

As outlined by Chas. B 
Springfield, Ill., executiv: 
of the Illinois State Bar A 
and chairman of the Ame 
Section of Bar Activitie 
gram will be divided int 
cipal parts: “Teaming up wi 
American Bar Association 
“Current Bar Association Ac 
and Techniques.” 

With Carl B. Rix, Milwau: 
the chair, the conferenc¢ 
up the first of these sul 
morning, session, when 
ing talks will be heard: 
Speakers and Topics 

American Bar Plans of Inter 
Bar Association Officers 
Smith, Raleigh, N. C., presid 
the American Bar Assi 

The Conference of 
Secretaries—Leland M. 
Sait Lake City. 

The American Bar 
Aid—Harrison Tweed 
Y chairman of the A.BA 
Aid committee. 

The Future of the Legal Assi 
Program Lawrence $ 
Cleveland, chairman of 
War committee. 

The Junior Bar As : 
Manpower and Bar Acti 
man Tondel, New York 
Junior Bar Conference. 
Afternoon Session 

With Charles O. Rund 
presiding, the afternoon 
hear: 
Helping the Lawyer 

W. Henney, Colun 
panel chairman. 

Bar’ Association P 
Paul B. DeWitt, New 
chairman. 

The Bar Foundation as 
of Financing Organized 3 
ties—Burt J. Thompson. Fores 
Iowa. 

Bar Associations and t 
of Judges—Glenn R. Wi: 
Arbor, Mich., panel ct 

Public Relations Activi 
Organized Bar—Harry Gers 
St. Louis. 

(Each presentation will be: 


ed by general discussio: 


Uil 4 


Progr 


gal 


wegal 


Vv 


TK, 


Work 


L. 


Named Legal Advisor 


Washington, (CCNS) 
Solicitor General Charle 
New Mexico, has been 
President Truman for the ! 
legal advisor to the State 4 
ment, vacant since the 
of Green Hackworth to 
judge of the new World 
Fahy has lately been 
legal advisor to General 
|Clay, United States repre 
jon the Allied commission {0 
\many. 
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aD DIGESTS OF RECENT 
ess th: 
sto one 
DING PERMITS—ZONING— 

ed thli& puilding permit improperly or 
be hel; oneously issued and in viola- 
turned Bon of the zoning limitations can- 
served Ws be revoked after the owner 

4s acted upon the faith of it by 
nded ce expenditure of money or the 





aless it appears that such permit 
as obtained by fraud or deceit. 
i from an opinion by Don- 


scestet 


4 oa 2 rendered May 13, 1945. N. J. 
i. in reme Court. Tim v. Long 
a: nch. et al. For prosecutor— 

Labrecque & Borden. For 





its—Quinn & Doremus and 
V Tomlinson. For Unitea 
e Grames—B. Thorn Lord and Marvin 
feren r of the Massachusetts Bar. 

writ of certiorari brings up for 
building permit dated July 








hew a 














ding Sm 1943. issued by the Building 
erican Egpector of Long Branch, for the 
~d str m of a 14 family apart- 
ling on premises owned 
pe Adele Trounstine, and a certain 
)—Ofce ion and order of the Board 
others djustment of Long Branch 
the Ora ted Sept. 16, 1943 which mod- 
atu i said permit so as to authorize 
ciation permit the construction of a 
1th the ily apartment dwelling. 
the An is no dispute concerning 
ASE Ol ial facts. Prosecutor owns 


property across the street. In 
1943 Mr. Trounstine submitte 
f the proposed building to 





KCLCL 
B of Commissioners and 
— Building Inspector and received 
at the Sir approval.. The sketch 



















lated 9 apartments. Th 
| ng ordinance at that time pro- 
> B ote 
tiv Se 
ir “AAS 
meric a Mortgage he 
re 
nt 
«> fe FOR LAWYERS 
sia n ° 
ion Acie for the convenience and 
Profit of Members of 
es vu“ the New Jersey Bar 
ubject 
1 the 
a. Approved Subscribers to this 
Service obtain: 
of In Complete processing of mort- 
ee g2ge applications. 


Privilege to close mortgages on 
our behalf. 


Generous commissions for all 
mortgages accepted by us. 






YAVID (CRONHEIM 


MORTGAGE-COMPANY 


An Approved FHA Mortgagee 
? BRANFORD PL, NEWARK 2, NJ 
MArket 3-1349 


try into contracts with builders, | 


vided for buildings of 5 or more 
|apartments. In March 1943 the 
| zoning ordinance was changed to 
|limit the number of apartments in 
|a building to not less than 3 nor 
more than 6. The Building Inspector 
marked the sketch as approved and 
the Inspector and the Mayor testi- 
fied that they considered that a per- 
mit under the zoning act in effect 
in February had been given to erect 
nine apartments as requested. On 
| May Ist, 1943, the Trounstines moved 
out of the property. On July 30, 
1943 a permit for the construction 
of changes in the building to 14 
family units, was issued. The work 
was begun on July 19, 1943. On 
August 18th prosecutor filed a peti- 
tion with the Board of Adjustment 
praying “that the action of the 
building inspector be reversed or 
modified as the facts may be deter- 
mined”. 


Mayor testified as stated. It was 
also established that on Aug. 25 the 


work was 65% completed, and on| 
Sept. 9 was 87% completed and} 


would be finished in ten days. 

Prosecutor challenges the power 
of the Inspector to issue the permit 
involved on the ground it was in 
violation of the existing zoning or- 
dinance and also the power of the 
Board of Adjustment to modify 
the permit and authorize 9 apart- 
ments. 

After formal application, permis- 
sion to alter was given by the Build- 
Inspector on July 19 and work 
tarted immediately. The pro- 

vacated in May. When 
steps were taken by the 
on Aug. 18, the work 
already 65% done. 
is no question of the au- 
thority of the inspector to issue a 
The question is the effect 
vermit not within the limita- 
of the zoning or ordinance. 
Nor is there any allegation of fraud 
in the procurement of the 


ir 


perty was 


first 





prosecutor 


here 


iecelt 
permit. 
Our courts have heretofore held 
that even if the permit is improper- 
erroneously granted, it cannot 
be revoked after person 
aining same has acted upon it in 
faith, by the expenditure of 
eys in the prosecution of the 
has entered into con- 
relations with builders, 
appears that such permit 


the ob- 


good 


or 





was obtained by fraud or deceit. 
In this case, the owner, lessee, | 
and contractor acted in good faith} 
upon the belief that the permit was 
valid and effective, and prosecutor 


yed his action too long to be 
rded any relief. 
> writ is accordingly dismissed, 











Announcement 
Neuman announces the 
his offices to 586 Newark 
6, N. J. 


rtimer 
removal of 
Avenue, Jersey 
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changing economic and social forces. 


the S The drafting « 


lawyer's business. 









Newark. 









O MORE IMP 
attorneys and corporate fiduciaries than 
continually to recommend to their clients that 
they review their estate plans in the light of 


the business and investment problems of estate 
management and plz 
had long experience. 
a The Fidelity U 
lieves that co-operation in serving best the in- 
terests of mutual clients should be the common 
purpose of both members of the bar and trust 
companies, and pledges 1 


FIDELITY UNION 


TRUST COMPANY 


NEW JERSEY... | 


MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 





of Wills 


ORTANT DUTY rests with 


j 
f legal instruments is the 
On matters pertaining to 


anning, this institution has 


nion Trust Company be- 


itself to this policy. 


.. East Orange 















Hearing was held on Sept.| 
9 at which time the Inspector and| 


CONTEMPT — WITNESSES — A 
witness fulfills the command of a 
subpoena ad testificandum when 
he appears at the time and place 
designated in the subpoena. 

—A witness cannot be adjudged in 
contempt for refusing to answer 
some questions unless he has been 





specifically ordered or directed 
by the court to answer those 
| questions. 


| Digested from an opinion by 
| Colie, J., rendered April 25, 1946. 
| New Jersey Court of Errors and 
| Appeals. In the matter of the con- 
|tempt proceedings against Joseph 

Schwartz. For appellant: William 
{Elmer Brown, Jr. (Charles  S. 

Moore, of counsel). For respondent: 
|Lewis P. Scott, Prosecutor of the 
|Pleas and David R. Brone. First 
| Assistant Prosecutor. 


Joseph Schwartz subpoena- 
ed to appear before the Atlantic 
County Grand Jury “to give evi- 
dence” concerning any violation of 
jthe criminal law. He obeyed the 
|subpoena and appeared. While tes- 
|tifying before the Grand Jury he 
was asked certain questions which 
he refused to answer. He had 
been a member of the preceding 
Grand Jury. The questions he re- 
fused to answer from whom 
he had gotten certain number slips 


was 


were 


and the names of the city and 
county employees who had given 
him information concerning the 
operation of the city and county 
law enforcement agencies. His re- 
fusal was based on the ground 
that he had obtained this informa- 
tion on a promise of security as 


to the sources and had not been 
relieved from his promise. 
Thereafter a rule to show cause 

issued out of the Court of Oyer 


and Terminer directing him to 
show cause why he should not be 
held in contempt of the Grand 
Jury for refusing to answer the 
| specified questions. After hearing, 
the Court of Oyer and Terminer 
adjudged him guilty of contempt, 


sentenced him to five days in the 


county jail and then suspended the 
sentence. On appeal, the Supreme 
Court affirmed. 


In 1917 the legislature enacted an 
act entitled “An Act concerning 
|contempt of court and restricting 
and defining the jurisdiction of the 
courts of this State with respect 
thereto. This is now R. S. 2:15-1 
and reads: 


“The power of any court of this 


State to punisn for contempt 
shall not be construed to extend 
to any case except the 

a— 

b.— 


c. Disobedience resistance by 


any lawful writ, process, order, 

juror, witness, or other person to 

any lawful writ, process. order, 

rule, decree or command of A 

Court.” 

It is recognized that the contempt, 
if any arose out of subsection “c”. 
|The only writ or process in this 
lcase is the writ of subpoena com- 
|manding Mr. Schwartz to appear 
ito give evidence. This command 
lhe fulfilled when he appeared at 


|the time and xe ~©. designated. 
There remains, therefore, only the 
question what, if 


TY la 
pia 








decree, or command the court” | 
he disobeyed. There was none and | 
| consequently he was not in con-||} 
ltempt since there was no act of| 


|his that can fairly be said to fall 
within the scope of R.S. 2:15-1. It 
|has heretofore been held that under} 
the statute there m ye an order 
| made directing a witn to answer, 
| which, if contemned, may present 
|the basis for a rule to show cause. | 
|A witness cannot | adjudged in | 
contempt until there has been a 
refusal to answer some question 
which the witness been speci- | 
| fically directed by the court to| 
| answer. | 
Reversed with costs. 











Supreme and U. S. District 
JUDGMENT SEARCHING 


AND ABSTRACTING 
ALL TRENTON SERVICES 


W. Coe McKeeby 


Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
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order, rule, | 


CRIMINAL LAW—APPEAL—Writ 
of error ‘dismissed under R. S. 
2:195-12 for failure to prosecute 
same at the term to which it was 
returnable,_no satisfactory reason 
for continuance appearing. 
Digested form a per curiam mem- 

crandum filed May 13, 1946. N. J. 

Supreme Court. State v. Williams. 

For plaintiff-in-error: Meyer W. 

| Stein. For the State: Manfield G. 

} Amlicke. 

This is a motion to dismiss the 
writ of error for lack of due prose- 
cution. A previous motion of the 
same character was argued but de- 
nied on terms. However, the plain- 
tiff-in-error, who should have 
brought the matter on for argument 
at the present term, seems to have 
failed to give any notice of argu- 
|ment and is obviously within the 
| purview of the statute R. S. 2:195-12, 
iin which it appears, among other 
things, that upon a failure to pro- 
secute the writ of error at the term 
io which it is returnable, the writ 
shall be dismissed, unless the ap- 
pellate court under certain circum- 
stances mentioned in the statute 
shall continue the same. No satis- 
|factory reason for such continu- 
| ance appearing, the writ of error is 
| dismissed, with costs. 
| 2 
| PRICE CONTROL—JURISDICTION 
—The District Courts of this State 

have no jurisdiction over actions 

to recover for violation of the 

Emergency Price Control Act. 

Digested from an opinion by 
| Donges, J. rendered May 13, 1946. 





N. J. Supreme Court. Simone v. 
|Judge of the District Court etc. 
|For prosecutor—Bartholomew & 


{Dwyer and Ferdinand J. Biunno. 
For defendants—Abraham M. Her- 
man. 
| This certiorari brings up a judg- 
;|ment of the District Court of the 
| Essex County Judicial District in 
jfavor of the plaintiff, deiendant 
herein. The’ suit was to recover 
penalties for alleged violation of 
regulations promulgated by the 
O.P.A. respecting rent charges for 
|ieased property. Plaintiff alleged 
the prosecutors had overcharged 
him for rent and obtained judgmert. 
It is not necessary to consider 
the questions raised by the prose- 
;cutor as to the legality of the pro- 
| cedure pursued in obtaining the 
| judgment. In Zuest v. Ingra, 134 
N. J. L. 15 the Court of Errors and 
| 2ppeals held that the authorized re- 
covery for violation of the Emer- 
‘gency Price Control Act is a penal- 
|ty and as such, an action for its re- 
covery is not cognizable in the 
| District Courts of this state. 
| It is well established that juris- 
jiction over the subject matter can- 
not be waived or conferred by con- 
sent or lack of objection thereto. 
The District Court was without 
| jurisdiction over the subject matter 
the judgment should be set 
|aside, with costs. 








| and 


; come 





Sellers’ Market May 
Reach End in 1947, 
Credit Men Are Told 


New York,. (CCNS)—Whether we 
have a healthy prosperity over a 
jong span of years in the United 
States, or a short period of inflation 
followed by years of depression, 
depends largely upon the attitude 
of the public in the next 12 months, 
declares Henry H. Heiman, execu- 
tive manager of the National Associ- 
ation of Credit Men, in his‘ Monthly 
Business Review. He predicts also 
that the present seller’s market will 
turn to a buyer’s market much more 
rapidly than many people now ex- 
pect and indicates that when this 
change does come, the competition 
for business will be quite severe. 

“The more efficient business or- 
ganizations are now leaving no stone 
unturned to develop active sales 
programs and to expand their dis- 
tribution outlets. These business 
men expect the seller’s market to 
finish much more quickly than it 
has generally prophesized. These 
farsighted business men are making 
their plans on the theory that the 
buyer’s market will be a reality to- 
ward the end of 1947. .Should this 
happen, the use of credit will be- 
an increasingly important 
factor in distribution. Evidence of 
this trend is even at this early date 
reflected in credit statistics.” 


Announcement 


John Junda, Jr. having recently 
returned from service with the 
armed forces announces the re- 
epening of his Law Offices at 175 
Passaic Street, Passaic, N. J. 











F.H.A. and Conventional 
Mortgage Loans 


ON LOW TERMS—AT MINIMUM 

COSTS — AND COMPLETE CO- 

OPERATION WITH APPLICANT’S 
OWN COUNSEL 


JERSEY MORTGAGE 
COMPANY 


The Luwyers’ Favorite Source 
for Mortgage Money 


ROBERT E,. GOLDSBY 
President 


280 N. Broad, Elizabeth 


Telephone EL 3-0900 
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LAW PRINTERS | 


CASES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 
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1 DESK SEAL 
1 STOCK TRANSFER LEDGER 
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LEGAL 


"Serving Lawyers for 26 Years” 
OUR POPULAR-PRICED COMPLETE 


CORPORATION OUTFIT 


CONSISTING OF 
1 BOOK 25 LITHOGRAPHED CERTIFICATES 


1 LOOSE LEAF MINUTE BOOK WITH 55 BLANK SHEETS 


1 DURABLE CONTAINER FOR OUTFIT 





ig” 


$1.00 extra 


Postage Prepaid if check is enclosed with order 


LEGAL STATIONERY CO.., INC. 


"298 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 7, N.Y. 


COrtland 7-1743 





Page Six 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, MAY 23, 1946 


69 N. J. L. J. Index Pag, 








LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES |‘ 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proc 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof by 
the unanimoug consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office, that 

TINY RDALTY CO. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 9 Clinton St. in the 
City of Newark, County of Essex, State of 
New Jersey (Theodore Krohn being the 
agent therein and in charge thereof, upon 
whom process may be served), has complied 
with the requirements of Title 14, Corpor- 
ations, General, of Revised Statutes of New 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of this 
Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, 
Secretary of State of the State of New 
Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the said 
corporation did, on the First day of 
May, 1946, file in my office a duly executed 
and attested consent in writing to the dis- 
solution of said corporation, executed by all 
the stockholders thereof, which said consent 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 
by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official se@#l, at Trenton, 

this First day of May, A. 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred 
i forty-six 

LLOYD B. MARSH, 

Secretary of State. 
May 9, 16 ,23 


and 


$12.80 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATD 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof by 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office, that 

3LUE RIBBON DINER CO., INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principa: 
office is situated at No. 31 Clinton Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Harry Griffinger, 
being the agent therein and in charge there- 
of, upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corperations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, 
Secretary of State of the State of New 
Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the said 
corporation did on the First day of May, 
1946, file in my office a duly executed and 
attested consent in writing to the dissolu- 
tion of said corporation executed by all 
the stockholders thereof, which said consent 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 
by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHDPREOF, I 
have hereto ret my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of May, 
one ee nine hundred and 
i 
LOT BR. MARSH, 
Secretarn of State. 

May 9, 16, 23 


L.J.- $12.80 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof by 
the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office, that 
WATCHUNG COOPBRATIVE ASSOCIATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 20 Mendl Terrace, 
in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Richard W. Adams, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. Marsh, 
Secretary of State of the State of New 
Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the said 
corporation did, on the Seventh day of 
May, 1946, file in my office a duly executed 
and attested consent in writing to the dis- 
solution of said corporation, executed by all 
the stockholders thereof, which said consent 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 


by law. 

IN WHEREOF, I 
have hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Seventh day of May, A. D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
forty-six 
LLOYD 'B. 
Secretary 

May 16, 23, 


To 


by 
ings of the 


TESTIMONY 
hereto set my 


MARSH, 
of State. 
30 





OF NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


STATE 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
all to whom these 
Greetin 
WHERD: AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly anthenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof by 
the unanimons consent of all the _ stock- 
holders, deposited {n my office, that 
T. W. GRIFFITH CO. 

a corporation of this State, whose 
fice is sitnated at No. 9-15 Clinton Street, 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Vernon FE. Beavers. 
being the agent therein and in charge there 
of, upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Lloyd B. 
Secretary of State of the State 
Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the said 
‘orporation did on the Second day cf Mary, 
1946, file in my office a duly executed and 
attested consent in writing to the dissoln 
tion of said corporation executed by all 
the stockholders thereof, which said consent 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 
by law. 


IN 
have 
fixed 


To 


by 


principal 


in 


Marsh, 
of New 


WHERFOF, 1 
my hand and ef 
my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Second day of May, A. D 

one thonsand nine hundred = and 

forty-six. 

LLOYD B. MARSH, 

Secretary of State. 
May 9, 16, 23 


TESTIMONY 
hereto set 


(Seal) 


$12.80 





SHERIFF’S SALES 


SURROGATE’S NOTICES 





(Common Pleas A-168) 
SHERIFF'S SALE — Essex County 
Pleas Court. Peter Di Pasquale, 
v6, John Sessa and Maria Sessa, 
ants. Fi. fa. 

By virtue 
fieri facias, 


Common 
plaintiff 
defend- 


writ of 
expose 
Court 


Stated 
shall 


of the above 
to me directed, I 
for by public vendue, at the 
House, in Newark, on Tuesday, the 4th 
day of June, next, at One o'clock P. M., 
Dastern Standard Time, all that certain 
tract or parcel of land and premises situate, 
lying and being in the City of Newark, 
Essex County, New Jersey, 

BEGINNING at a point in the Southerly 
line of Seventh Avenne in line with a point 
> feet from the Northwest corner of the 
house (formerly) No. 105 Mill Street (now 
Seventh Avenue) now or formerly owned 
by the Newark Aqueduct Company, which 
point is distant 186.19 feet Easterly from 
the corner formed by the intersection of 
said line of Seventh Avenue with the 
Easterly line of Clitton Avenue, according 
to a survey made by Messrs. Lehlbach, 
Bros., Surveyors, Sepiember 17, 1926, 
thence running Westerly along the South- 
erly line of Seventh Avenue 25 feet: thence 
Southerly et right angles to Seventh Ave- 
nue 100 feet to the line of land formerly 
of Frederick Young: thence Easterly along 
the same and parallel with Seventh Ave- 
nue 25 feet: thence Northerly parallel with 
second course 100 feet to said line of 
Seventh Avenue at the point and place of 
BEGINNING The building on said premises 
being designated as Street No. 162 Seventh 
Avenue, Newark, New Jersey on said sur- 
vey, from which survey the above descrip- 
tion is drawn. 

The approximate 
ment to be satisfied 
sum of Three Hundred 
lars and Thirty-two ¢ 
gether with the 

Newark, N. J., § 

WILLIAM H. BUTLER, 3rd, 
Samuel Ehrenkranz, Attorney. 
1..J.—May 16, 23, 30 


l 
sale 


the 
is 
teen 
32), 


judg- 

the 
Dol- 
to 


amount of 
by said ss 
and 
‘ent 
costs of 

April 29, : 
Sheriff. 


$20.16 





SURROGATE’S NOTICES 





6, 1946 


May 
ESTATE OF FREDERICK A. LPHLBACH, 
deceased 
Pursuant 


RECKER, 


GEORGE H. 
of Essex, 
application the 
said deceased, no 
the creditors of said 

i the subscriber under 
oath or ¢ : aims and demands 
rainst estate of said deceased, within 
months from this date, they will be 
forever barre a m p or recover- 
ing the same ¢ s subscriber. 

THE x ATIONAL STATE BANK 

OF NEWARK 

& ORMOND, Proctors 
Street 


of 


County 


to 
Surroga 
made, on the 
Exeeutor of 


the order 
te af tt 


of 


six 
rose iw 


tl 
he 


LPHLBACH 
810 Broad 
Newark 2, } 
L.J.—May 9, 


"16, 23, 39, June 6 





May 7, 1946 
BLANK STADL ER, 
order of GEORGE H. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
y made, the application of the 
zned. Executors of said deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 

deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 

der oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
r covering the same against the subscriber. 

ANN B. YOUNG 

PHILIP BLANK 
PHILIP BLANK, Proctor 
an —, _ Place 
Newark 2, 
i..J.—May 23, 


ESTATE OF LENA 
deceased. 
Pursuant 
BECKP DR, 


S 


to the 


4 30, June 6, 13 


1ao 





ESTATE WILLIAM HARVEY COOKE, 
deceased. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

hereby given that the acconnts 
subscriber, EXECUTORS of the last 
Testament of WILLIAM HARVBY 
deceased, will be audited and stated 
Surrogate and reported for settle- 
the Orphans’ Court of the County 
on Tuesday, the 28th day of May 


OF 


Notice 
of the 
Will and 
COOKE, 
by the 
ment to 
of Essex 


is 


April 22, 1946. 

FDWARD M. COOKE 
ROBERT D. REYNOLDS 
REYNOLDS & SMITH, Proctors 
Street 

N 


ext. 
Dated: 


REED 
810 Broad 
Newark 2, N. J. 
..J.—Anpr. 25, May 2, 9, 18, 23 





23, 1946] 
JAMES J. CURRAN, deceased 
to the order of GEORGE H 
Surrogate of the Connty of Essex, 
made, on the application of the 
Administratrix of said deceased 
given to the creditors of 
exhibit to the seriber 
their claims and 
of said deceased 
date, or they 


April 

ESTATE OF 
Pnoesnant 
RECKER, 
this day 
undersigned, 
“otice hereby 
said deceased, to 
‘under oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate 
‘vithin stx months from this 
will be forever barred from rroseenting or 
»vering the same against the subscriber. 

URRAN 


Proctor 


is 


sn 


WALTER 
744 Broad 
Newark 2, 
Pe May 





ESTATE OF EVA LOUISE CAPRON, de- 
ceased. 

NOTICD OF 
hereby 


the subscriber, 


SETTLEMENT 
given that the accounts 
Trustee under the last 
and Testament of EVA LOUISE CAP 
deceased, will be andited and stated 
e Surrogate and reported for settlement 
* Court of the County of 
the 4th day of 


Notice 


is 


April 20, 1946, 
HAROLD G. CAPRON 
M. HOLLANDER, Proctor 
Place 

N. J. 

May 2. 9, 


SAMUEL 
Park 
Newark 2, 
J.—Apr. 25, 


16, 23 





April 25, 
ESTATE OF THOMAS HBPALY, JR., 


GEORGE 
REC ‘KE R 1 
this day 

nndersignec 


mad 
made, 


affirms ati 
bemeihe against the estate 
within six onths from this 

be forev irred from 
reeovering the same against the 

ANNA W. THOMAS 

MILLS, JEFFERS & MOUNTAIN, 
38 Park Ps 
Morristown 
.J.—May ¢ 


neers yr on, 





| 
| 
| 





June | 


25, 1946] 


i. 


Proctors 


CERTIFICATE OF RETIREMENT OF 
PREFERRED STOCK OF 
BRONSON-STANBURY CO., INC. 
The location of the principal office in 
this State is at No. 24 Branford — in 

the City of Newark, County of 
The name of the agent a we in 
charge thereof upon whom process against 
this corporation may be served, is Benjamin 
Arons, 
RESOLUTION OF DIRECTORS 
The Board of Directors of the Bronson- 
Stanbury Co., Inc., a corporation of New 
Jersey, on this 29th day of January, 1946, 
does hereby resolve and declare that the 
preferred stock of said Company, consisting 
of one hundred shares of the par value of 
Ninety Dollars ($90.00) each, be redeemed 
on the 28th day of March, 1946, in ac- 
cordance with the agreement with the said 
preferred stockholders, as set forth in the 
original issue thereof, and in accordance 
with the amended certificate of incorpora- 
tion which provided that said preferred 
stock was to be redeemed within one year 
of February 1, 1946; that the preferred 
stockholders receive said par value of Nine- 
ty Dollars ($90.00), the amount originally 
paid for same, 
CPRTIFICATE OF 
The Bronson-Stanbur Co., Inc., a cor- 
poration of New Jersey, doth hereby cer- 
tify that it has redeemed its preferred 
stock, consisting of one hundred shares, 
with a par value of Ninety Dollars ($90.00) 
on the 28th day of March, 1946, in accord- 
ance with the agreement of said preferred 
stockholders, as is more particularly set 
forth in the amended certificate of incorpora- 
tion which required that said preferred 
stock be redeemed within one year from the 
first day of February, 1946, and also as 
set forth in the original issue of said pre- 
erred stock. The said preferred stock was 
therefore redeemed on the 28th day of March, 
as declared by a resolution of the 
of Directors of said corporation 
recited), and said preferred stock- 
received the sum of Ninety Dollars 
($90.00) for each share of the one hundred 
shares of preferred stock having a par value 
of One Hundred Dollars ($100.00) and be- 
i the amount originally paid when issued, 
making a@ total of Nine Thousand Dol- 


RETIREMENT 


§ WHEREOF, 
has made this certificate 
the hands of its President and Secre- 
the 16th day of April, A.D. 1946. 
OSCAR STEINBERG, President 
JOSEPHINE STEINBERG, Secretary 


said corpora- 
under its seal 


Attest: 
JOSEPHINE 
STATE OF 
CITY OF 
COUNTY 
it 


ITPINBE RG, Secretary 
NE W YORK ) 
NEW YORK 
OF NEW YORK ) 
remembered, that on this 
A. D. 1946, before me, 
A Commissioner of Deeds 
ity of New York, person: 
Steinberg, Secretary 
J Co., Inc., a corporation 
which executed the foregoing 
being by me duly sworn. 
does depose and say and 
my satisfaction that she is 
said corporation; that the 
said corporation certificate is 
seal of said corporation, the 
1 known to her; that it was 
order of the said corporation; that 
ar Steinberg is president of said corpora- 
that she saw said Oscar Steinberg as 
president sign said certificate and af- 
thereto l 


SS: 


16 
the 


day 
sub- 


¢ proof 
Secretary of 


affixed to 


and deliver said certifi- 
ard him declare that he signed, 
delivered said certificate as the 
and deed of said corporation, 
by authority of its Board 
that said 
signe er name thereto 
as subscribing witness. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this day and year aforesaid. 
April 16, 1946 
JOSEPHINE 
Max Cohen 
( OMMISSI ONER OF 
( No. 8-C- 
ty Cle mg No. 16 
26, 1948 


Dire ctors : 


Steinberg at 


time 
STEINBERG 
= PDS 


Feb 
Certificate 
6,23 





SURROGATE’S NOTICES 





26, 


April 1946 
THOMPSON 


ESTATE OF JBROME DASH.- 
I -R deceased. 
irsuant to the of GEORGE H. 
BECKER Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, the application of the 
1 ned, Executor of said deceased, 
hereby ven to the creditors of 
eceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
oath affirmation, their claims and | 
Is against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
THE HOWARD SAV 7S INSTITU TION 
COX & WAL BU RG, Proctors 
11 Commerce Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—May 2, 9, 


order 


on 


dem 


be 


16, 23, 30 





April 25, 1946 
HYATT, deceased 
of GEORGE 8H, 

‘ounty of Essex, 
application of the 

of said 
n to the 
i the 


MABEL 
ae 


Dz. 


ESTATE OF 
Pu order 


ant to 


inst th 
months from 
barred 
i e same s 
HOW AR Dd SAVING s 
& SORG, Procto 
Street, 
N. J 


this 
ah 
r-eoy the s¢ . 
THE * INSTITUTION 


rs 





April 30, 1946 
BRABSON,. deceased 


KATE 8 
the order of GEORGE 


€ re ‘ditors of 
subscriber u 


e subscriber 
ARD §S \VINGS. INSTITU TION 
BING HAM, Proctor 
Street 
ae 





1946 

ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 

BECKER, Surrogate 
this day made, on 


ISRAEL —_ 

to the order GEORG BP H 
nty of Essex. 
the n of the 
ur idersig rned, Administrator of said deceased, 
ereby given to the creditors of 
xhibit to the subscriber 
ation, their 
he estate of said deceased, 
mths from this date, or they 
barred from prosecuting or 
g the same against the subscriber. 

SAMUEL POLESHUCK 

1060 Broad Street, 

Newark 2, 
L.J.—May>16, 23, 13 


J. 
"30, “June 6, 


laims and | Date 


NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
e is hereby ¢ 


stated 3 
wenn settlement 
Court of the County of Essex 
As, day of June next. 


» x 2, BZ. 


Newark. 2, 
16, 


N.J 


L..J.—May 23, 30. June 6 





upon her. 
| said 





Josephine | | 
the | ''S 


|) SHERIFF'S 
| Terser, 


deceased, | , 
credi tors of | 





DIGESTS OF RECENT 
OPINIONS 


EVIDENCE — A witness may tes- 
tify as to a telephone conversa- 
tion with a defendant in a crim- 
inal case, when the witness re- 
cognized defendant’s voice. 

—Notwithstanding the provisions of 
R. S. 2:195-16, there is no recep- 
tion or rejection of evidence un- 
less there has been a judicial 
ruling upon the point. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Bodine, J., rendered April 25, 1946. 
New Jersey Court of Errors and 
Appeals. State v. Dillingham. For 
plaintiff-in-error: Benjamin N. Rat- 
ner. For defendant-in-error: Wil- 
liam A. Wachenfeld, C. William 
Caruso. 

Plaintiff-in-error was convicted | 
of violation of R.S. 2:105-1. The 
conviction was affirmed in the Su- 
preme Court. 

It is argued that a_ telephone 
conversation between a Mrs. V. 
and the plaintiff-in-error should 
not have been received in evi- | 
dence. The proofs show that "8 

| 





voice was recognized by the wit- 
ness; hence the testimony was ad- 
missable. 
There was no objection to Mrs. 
V’s testimony that the plaintiff-in- 
error had performed an abortion 
As has 
“While it is true that under 
concerning criminal pro- 
cedure (R.S. 2:195-16) a judgment 
may be reversed because evidence}: 
has been accepted or rejected | 
Pot objection was made there- 


our act 





~ Announcement 


to or not’, 
has not been a reception or ;. 
tion of evidence in the 
jsense unless the evidence in , 
tion has been admitted or 
ed under 
there was no ‘admission’ 
mony in the sense of the sz 
supra, 
objection by plaintiff-in-erro; 
court did not rule on the y 
nor was it asked to do™ so. 


PRACTICE—A general 


PRACTICE—APPEAL—On 


phant, 
N. 
Shaffer v. 
| For 
(Gerald T. Foley of coun 
| appellants—Samuel P. Orlz 


been heretofore | © 
| counsel) 


case. 
iudgment 


it is also true that ¢ 


Stan 


judicial ruling.” 


of ; 


because in the absen 


Affirmed with costs. 


exce 
to the charge is of no avail j 
part of the charge is prope 


—As simple enumeration of th 


quests to charge to which 
ception is desired is not suff 
to make them specifle excep; 


—An exception to the charge 


civil case must point 
specific objection leveled 
the charge. 


out 


ap 
the parties will be bound }; 
theory upon which the cas 
tried below if they acqui 
therein. 

Digested from an opinion } 
J. rendered April 25 

J. Court of Errors and Ap 
Gallagher & S 


respondent—Foley & Fr 


isselman and Mark Townser 
is in automobile 
Defendants appeal 
rendered upon 


This 


in favor of the plaintiff. 


The original complaint 


neg! igence on the part of « 
in failing to properly light 
| hicle 
SS | of 
Irving J. Rosenberg has returned | plaint 


in the 
At the 


amended 


and 
same. 


imprope! 
trial 


Was to 


from military service and has opened ; yjolation of the Motor Vs 


an office at 972 Broad Street.| 


Newark. 
LEGAL NOTICES 








NEW 
INT (ok 
(OI I 


JERSEY 
STATI 
MISSOLUTION 


STATE OF 
DEPARTME 
CERTIFICATE 


WHERBAS, It 
duly ther 


osited my 


LEHU CORPORATION 


Ss 


Traffic Act, 
|tion provides 
| to 
conditions. 
| plied 

| tained, 
: i ge presents may come, | Ually 
eee deans iefenttans Too 

ated a “pr | such permit was read into t 
| without objection. 
operation of 
| hours 
issues 
necessary 
truck and 


R.S. 39:3-84. 
for a speci 
operate a vehicle unde 
Such a permit 
for by defendants 
even though it was 
issued until after the 
accident, and a certifi 


It pri 
the truck in da 
Admittedly the 
were the alleged absence 
tail lights on 

whether the ac 


only. 


‘|curred during darkness o1 


| Factual 
}on 


ae oo eee eae 
NOW THEREFORE 


questions were 
these issues. 


e of the court 


both 
The charg 


in the main of the requests 


| sides 
thereto 


Defendants took 
as follows....“I 


| take exception to every one of + 
| instructions that is contained 2 


| request to charge, plaintiff’: 
io charge 
| 10,11,12,13,14, 


requ 
, 


3. 4,0,0 


y 
yi 1s am 


numbers 
and 15” 


ted to a general exception 
|ple enumeration of the 1 


requests 
sired is not sufficient. 
| requests 
A |A general 
without avail. 





(Char 
SALE 
Retweer 
Tr 


as 


| tion 
requirement 
}a 


specific 


which excepti 
Sy y 


© 


to. 


were free from 
exception the 
Further, 
the « 
ex 
poin 
levele 


satisfy 
that an 
case, must 
( »bjection 


did not 


+ st 
Clvll 


ithe charge 


A sufficient exception 


to the portion of the charg* 


the jury was in 


ith 


lat the 


structed t 


defendants’ truc 


on the highway as a matte 


but 
sion 


ment and that if it was f 


whe 


by virtue of tl! 
ne Motor Vehic! 


: 
only 
of tl 


a violation of such 
could be the basis 


hether the truck 


| unlighted. 


| however, 
, | for 


qui 
| any 


position appellant: 
untenabie. The 
permit was the | 
They at no time t 
that the permit 

No evidence was 
made at 


the 


red. 
argument 


that they were not required ! 


tain the permit for the o 
{their truck, nor 


Was any 


|made to frequent referen 
*:!The contention that no pe 


her which 
of sale, less 


paid on 


May 6. 194 
BUTLPR, 3a Sheriff. 
Solicitors 


6 $23.94 


may / 
any 


be account 


J., 
H 
& Emerson, 
23, 30, June 


“WILLIAM 
Hood, Lafferty 
L.J.—May 16, 


necessary is now made for 
fime 

}upon which'the case was 
i 

' 


They are bound by 


| low 


Affirmed with costs. 








1 exce 
avail if 
) Proper 
n of the 
which 
10t suff 
> excep 
charge 
nt out 
eled ag 


On 4 
und by 
he case 

acqui 


lion 
ril 25 


wns 
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Tax Technique in 


Wills and Trusts 





2 
Oo) 


Continued from page 





be immediately observed 
ing this, several results 
complished. First, if t 
wife were to die anytime 
xpiration of 
he property would not 
again for Federal estate 


ne 
n 








rposes. This would be t 
B-nite of the fact that she may 


more than five years af 
because the property 
passed to her outright 
the testator’s 
ten year period, th 

devolve, 





wie 





by way of 


estate, or as an absolute 
the son. Finally, if 


ife survived her h 
of ten years, tl 
might go to her absolutel 
t a time when she needs 

, and when the require 
yntinuing to provide for 
son longer existed. 
vers of Appointment 











ite estates, and estates 
fe, permit the effec - 

ntial tax savings 
more f é x 








erence 1S I 
yointmMe!l To - 
opportunitle 

of the Cod 
dV € 
€ veer Le € 

Ta oO* € 

I Ss L 

ne rignt te 

m [ror a 

rie 
to sucn per 
power to 

te sucn person or per- 
lay seiect, to receive 
erty of the donor of 

may be remaining 


f his (the donee’s) deatt 
this selection, his 
Thus, if, 

wer, he decides to 
origi decedent’s property 
sons who are complete stra i 
m and the first decedent 
Under these circum 


pow 








a 











ail SO - 
nees, because of the latitude pos- 
sed by the donee of the power, 
. S11 (f and 8 2 

: 3 lal sy» 

xe av s 

lls in spite of th 

y are capable of achieving 


y Vaughn, CCA 











MEXICAN ATTORNEY 


Registered with Mewican Consulate 
Graduate U. 8. Luw School 
Vertcan Immigration Causes 


Luis Rojas de la Torre 
34@ East 42nd Street, N. Y. 
MUrray Hill 2-0780 














the property becomes part of his 
taxable estate upon the oc- 
urrence of his death. 
Special Powers of Appointment 

A testator may wish to provide 

life income for a particular ben- 
vy or beneficiaries, simultan- 
directing that the remainder 
estate shall devolve to any 
2 number of persons within a 
cted group. In creating the pow- 
appointment he confines the 
lonee of the power to a limited class 
livid hin close degree of 


ross 





efnci 


eously 














rel hiy In this manner, the 
estator (donor of the power) may 
ave Ss property enjoyed by the 
I ne beneficiaries, and upon 

it pass to a con- 























é ns, with- 
tax being 
equire So yng as the power to 
1S estrictea oO persons 
f ie il: itself vides 1) 
é I ) m evolve 
ecipients ithout 
I ax bei ire The 
¢ ¢ Cc ses R j 
s no 2: 1 Vtl 
, 
‘ The 
T) 
n 
) i Wi 
1¢ ¢ 
I € € crea ) 
VE Sce int ot the 
r his spouse, descend 
f han the decedent) 
creator of the power or his 
spouses of such descend- 
onees described in section 
812 . and donees described in 
ion 861 (a) (3). As used in 
t yparagraph, the term ‘des- 
cend includes adopted and| 





‘spouse’ includes 


and 


he term former! 
pouse; 
B) a power to appoint within 
a restricted class if the decedent 
id not receive any beneficial in-| 
or contingent, in} 
the property from the creator of | 
he power or thereafter acquire | 
such interest, and if the pow-| 
is not exercisable to any extent 
benefit of the 
his estate, his creditors, 
creditors of estate. 
If a power to appoint is exercised 
by creating another power to ap- 


vested 


terest, 





decedent, | 
or the} 


the 


his 





point, such first power shall not 
be considered excepted under 
subparagraph (A) or (B) from| 
the definition of power of ap- 
pointment to the extent of the 
value of the property subject to} 
such second power to appoint.| 


For the purpose of the preceding | 
sentence the value of the property 
to such second power to appoint 














shall be its value unreduced by 
MEXICAN I AWYER any precedent or subsequent in- 
terest not subject to such power 
Regtatered with Mewican Consulate to appoint”. 
19. Section $11(f (2), Internal Revenue 
LORENZO J. ROEL des a srg ayes 
49 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 2 gap aly . ‘aoe TEea ni 
BArclay 71-4796 stk te te these envenienn thet the 
1 an must pay ed creating spec- 
TRANSLATIONS 
FRENCH SPANISH ITALIAN 
Former College Instructor—Army Generals Aide 
AGENZIA ITALO-AMERICANA 
“A Clearing House of American-Italian Affairs” ee 
132 Market St., Paterson 1, N. J. LA. 5-0562 




















The New Lawyer’s Protective Policy 


This policy gives complete protection to all Lawyer’s, whether they 


are in General Practice, Title Spec 


Attorney’s, Patent Attorney’s or in any 


You are insured under this policy nS ar 
negligent act, any error, or any omission occurring in the perform- 


ance of any professional service. 


Write today for descriptive pamphlet and schedule of rates. 


FRED W. ANDR 
1180 Raymond Boulev 
Mitchell 2-2965 o 


Title Searchers, Negligence 
other special field of law. 


lalists, 


against claims arising from any 


through a last will and testament, 
in the knowledge that its provisions 
!will not become operative until 


|efter the death of the 


| tion 
jis no 


| beneficiary will require under cir- 
cumstances and conditions yet to 
| occur. 


portant, so too, consideration must 
| be given to the manner in which 
}estates and trusts are taxed under 
the law. 

In arriving at the net income” 
of the estate or computation 
is made in the ne manner, and 
on the same basis as in the case 
of individuals, except that deduc- 
tions shall be allowed for contribu- 


| The references to Sections 812(d) 
| and 861 (a) (3) in the 
above quotation, concern transfers 
che exclusively public purposes, to 


appearing 





charitable, scientific, religious and 
|like recipients. They possess no 
‘unusual significance. 

| An analysis of the technical lang- 
| wage, as cited, narrows down to this. 
| Without havi f the property 
lover which he has power of dis- 





¢ Oo 
gs any 





position being held as includible in 
his gross estate at time of his 
death, a donee of a power may 


direct that property devolve to any 
of the following persons 


1-Spouse of decedent 
2-Spouse of creator of power. | 
3- Descendants of decedent. 


4 - Descendants decedent’s | 
spouse. 
5 - Descendant 


power. 


creator of 


f 


oe Spouses descendants. 


7 - Charitable recipients. | 








| highest 


| should 


is actually distributed to them.“ 

The term, “income which is to 
be distributed currently”, as used 
in the law, includes income for the 
taxable y@as~of the estate or trust 
which, within the taxable year, 
becomes payable to the legatee, 
heir or beneficiary. 

Under the foregoing provisions, 
where a testator anticipates that a 
trust which he creates in his will 
might produce income much in ex- 
cess of the requirements of the nat- 
ural object or objects of his bounty, 
he can specifically direct that such 
devolve to a charitable or 


excess 
other exempt recipient. In this 
manner, charitable desires can be 


fulfilled by using those sums which 
would otherwise be taxed in the 
surtax brackets. 
Particular attention should be 
paid to the phrase, “income which 
to be distributed currently”, 
where dealing with beneficiaries of 
he trust. Insofar as it is possible 


is 
the 
to anticipate the income-producing 
picture, consideration should 
given to this aspect, in the thought 
effectuating minimization of 


be 


ot a 


| the respective income tax payments 


which will be subsequently  re- 
quired. 

Whatever the thoughts of the 
»| testator may be, strict adherence 


to the various 
pertinent provisions of the controll- 


} 
be observed 


The most pronounced advantage | 
of employing the ecial power of | 
intment as ag the life or| 
x te € enable the | 
stator to oie ent thinking | 
ime subs iis death. | 
Where tl speci ( ap- | 
ointment is n nd at the | 
of making testator | 

ects erty 
I¢ re€ | 
1 ng/ing law 

: a ” | Life Insurance Considerations 
. eben’ With the enactment of the 1942 
in 195 'O/} Revenue Act,” in computing the 
s elt I) decedent’s gross taxable estate, the 
‘ Lee life insurance exemption — thereto- 
W! ‘) fore enjoyed, was abolished. It 1s 
OS eit; One basically established, among 
sca tator p*aces! other provisions,” that proceeds oi 
BES OL" E wat life insurance are includible in a 
: hee i anter 14 | decedent's gross estate, to the ex- 
sical This la nN GiISpos€ | ient of the amount receivable by 
ol eee I ert na man~-| yamed beneficiaries under policies 
! hich meet lltions 
aind~= circumstan Should the 
donee of the power live for a num- 
ber of years after the ior deced- 
ent, the dispositic f the property 
can be much m ntelligently 


performed. Not or substan- | 
tial tax savings be made in this 
manner, but the nal objectives 
of the testator are likely to be more 
practicably, prudently and equitably 
effectuated. 
Flexible Income 
provisions. 
Wherever a trust i 


Distribution 


established 


testator, it is 
distribu- 
There 
ascertaining exactly 

particular 


important that the income 
provisions 

way of 
just how much income 


be flexible. 


While flexibilty 


is extremely im- 














tions of any part of the gross in- 
come, without limitation, which are 
made exclusively for charitable, re- 


ligious, scientific and like purposes, 
pursuant to the terms of the will 
or deed creating the trust. This, is 


in lieu of the deduction for charit- 
able contributions permitted to in- 
dividuals under Sect 23(0) of 
the Code.” 

A further deduction is permitted 
in computing the net income of the 
estate or trust in the amount of the 
income for the taxable year, which 
distributed currently benefi- 


ion 


is to 





in which the decedent possessed an 


incident of ownership, exercisable 
by him alone, or in conjunction 
with another, at the time of his 


leath. This being so, it is inad- 
visable for a testator to make spe- 
cific reference in his last will and 
testament to policies carried on his 
life where he neither paid any of 
the premiums directly or indirectly, 
nor possessed any of the incidents 
of ownership in the contracts con- 
cerned. 

Since many applications for in- 
surance made after the enactment 
of the 1942 Revenue Act, will un- 
questionably be subjected to close 
analysis by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, it is pointless for a testator to 
needlessly invite challenge with re- 
spect to the incident of ownership 
aspect of insurance carried on his 
life. Tax technique in this connec- 
tion, therefore, demands the omitt- 
ing of language which oft-times is 
specifically set forth 
testator insured’s. 








Announcement 


Victor R. King has returned to 
practice with offices at the Plain- 
field National Bank Building, Plain- 
field. 











There is another consideration 
where life insurance is involved. 


This is the one which deals with 
the limitation of the tax liability of 


life insurance beneficiaries.” Where 
it is the desire of the testator- 
insured to have the named bene- 


ficiaries under the policies on his 
life receive the proceeds free from 
an undue estate tax burden, he 
should — specifically testamentarily 
set down his desires in this regard. 
The 1942 Revenue Act 
the following language: 
“Liability of Life Insurance 
Beneficiaries—Unless the deced- 
ent directs otherwise in his will, 


contains 


if any part of the gross estate 
upon which tax has been paid 
consists of proceeds of policies 


of insurance upon the life of the 
receivable by a benefi- 
than the executor, 
the executor shall be entitled to 
recover from such _ beneficiary 
such portion of the total tax paid 
as the proceeds of such policies 
bear to the sum of the net estate 
and the amount of the exemption 


decedent 
ciary other 


allowed in computing the net 
estate, determined under section 
935(c). If there is more than one 
such beneficiary the executor 
shall be entitled to recover from 
such beneficiaries in the same 
ratio”. 


he foregoing law 
reveals that under cer- 
circumstances, testator 
substantial general 
estate, and small amount of in- 
surance, the insurance beneficiaries 
might inequitably be compelled to 
release a substantial portion of the 
proceeds to which they would 
otherwise be entitled. On the oth- 
er hand, in some cases, it might 
prove inadvisable, to specifically 
deprive the executor of the right of 
recovering a certain portion of the 
total taxes paid from the proceeds 
received by the named beneficiaries. 
Necessarily, each situation demands 


Application of t 
immediately 
tain 
to 


were a 


leave a very 


a 








disposition on the facts which it 
individually presents. 

(Continued Next Week 
29. Section 404(c), (amending Section 
S26(cC) of Code). 
30. Id. 
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ciaries. The amount so deductible, 
however, is includible in the income 
of the recipients, whether or not it 








23. See Section 162(a) of ¢ chari- 
table and like contr ictible 
where they are ac aid or permanently 
set aside for purposes. 


Section 
» Section 


111, 


21 161 of Code. 
22 162 of Cod 


as amended 
161 ci 


Act). 
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COURT NOTES.. — Ready to Quit ! | Bankruptcies 


ESSEX COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
Civil Criminal Actions at Law : | FRENEY, Bern T.  (machinis, 
Week of May 27 Judge Hartshorne Judges Flannagan and Conlon Judge Naughright vir gongers ys nap Rey ome $20 ghd Mie 
Week of June 3 Judge Conlon Judges Hartshorne and Flannagan Judge Naughright st id ea pi ileaaaibi | Sigmund Au 
Week of June 10 Judge Flannagan Judges Hartshorne and Conlon Judge Naughright onl te culties on ieiiiaiiass| PERMANENT MAT CORP. (mis. - 
The Civil Part Schedule is as follows: : of Trial Courts is ready to throw| ‘vir. Mar i Baum: asec 5. 
Mondays—Miscellaneous motions and appeals. Wednesdays—Sentences. up its hands and quit. | VITULLO, Pasquale (trucker) 
Tuesdays—Orphans Court. Thursdays—Special Sessions Trials. lis 
Motions addressed to actions at law are heard on Fridays by Judge Naughright. 


; vine, Paul sbore : vol; be 
The committee has been at work assets $2,035: refr. Gaskil 


for 10 years, according to its report A. Gravino ; 
—_—————— to the association’s spring conven- | 
HUDSON COURT OF COMMON PLEAS tion here, in a sincere effort to con- 
APRIL TERM, 1946 FRIDAY SCHEDULE | tribute to a great forward move- CLASSIFIED 

Date Judge Duffy Judge Drewen Judge Ziegener ment in legal reform. But legis- RATE. Thirty cents per asap ML . 
May 17 Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences Orphans’ Court ‘ation proposed by the committee, PHONE Mi Qoovs % ite a 
24 Orphans’ Court Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences looking to the gradual elimination your copy to. — 
” 31 Holiday of justice of the Peace courts and | NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNMions : 

June 7 Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences Orphans’ Court —_—. of ead preres beet a =) Edison Piece,  Newnek 2, Nog 
14 Motions and Miscellaneous Orphans’ Court Arraignments and Sentences smaii Claims division of the Com- . : PRA? 
"21 +~— ‘Orphans’ Court Arraignments and Sentences Motions and Miscellaneous mon Pleas Courts, was so emascu- | EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNN # 
2 28 Motions and Miscellaneous Orphans’ Court Arraignments and Sentences lated in legislative committees as| ao i 


to be no longer desirable. a 
ATLANTIC COUNTY BERGEN COUNTY HUDSON COUNTY Me 


“ m Pp 
Supreme and Circuit | Supreme and Circuit Court | R. Shook, Cincinnati, the committee Attorn u 
cmepelguenineiaas fon. J. Wallace Leyden Hon. Henry E. Ackerson asked to be released from further | ey “ 


| 
| vice. 
Hon. Albert E. Burling High number reached Hon. Thomas Brown ned ce Recently admitted New Jersfii(Y I 
| 
| 








































Headed by former Judge Chester 


: Weekly call—351. High number reached 

27. : 

ne Cnee wad Motions—First and Third Friday Weeky call—330. er 

Motions—Every Friday at Cir-| of each month while at Circuit.| Daily call—300. ERR ee def: 

: | May 15, 1946 ings and related legal woy e 

cuit Court Room. Common Pleas Motions—Every Friday. |E > SOLOMON J. STADLER, de- i Wikies oe 

Hon. Herman Vanderwart Common Pleas | "a int to, the order of GEORGE a with a title insurance con, a0 

High No. reached in call—109.| High No. reached in call—450. Pe t, Surrogate of the C f Es pany. State age, educatinMe of | 

WAGE - HOUR Motions—First Friday of each| Motions—Every Friday. jm 

WAGE STABILIZATION month. —_—_—. ecg cer ME MB redito bore | ag 

(Consultant) a HUNTERDON COUNTY inder or affirmation, their claims an 3 

HARRY J. GARDNER BURLINGTON COUNTY Supreme and Circuit lemands against the estate of said de-| he 

ieee Hy a a piheati 4 Divs Supreme and Circuit Hon. Howard Eastwood jor they will be fore prose. | (i 

our abilization Di : . leuting or recovering th : - ae et 

24 Gaaumeres St., ‘Newark 2, N. J. Hon Albert E. Burling beet 
MArket 2-5576 Trials oe a sae Motions—Every Friday at Court |, tse 

Motions—Every Friday a r- House, Trenton. | SIEG LER & SIEGI 


, roctors | alt i re Eat 
cuit Court Room Guarantee {90 Bread Street confidentially. Write stating 
; k 2, N.J. E P he rience, salary. Box 837. 


ROBERT F. BECK Trust Bldg., Atlantic City. MERCER COUNTY pert s | 
PATENT AND TRADE-MARK i 5 ; 5; WANTED RE SE ‘ARCH ATTORNEY 
LAWYER CAMDEN COUNTY = ase — he: TE OF HELEN. swrTHheaieat | , Provosed “Real Pr 
5 Colt Street, Paterson, N. J. Supreme and Circuit Hon. Howard Eastwoo lant to the order of GEORGE an aw of 3 
Tel. LAmbert 5-1783 P Trials—May 20th to June 20th, | rrogate of the County of Essex, | joy a33 7° 7” not | 
ASSOCIATE PRACTICE nen igo gett inclusive. 8 sa fay’ , dae see eed - _§2. p 
New York Office - 41 Park Row oe Semne- Motions—Every Friday at Court| ntie, is Meret given to the creditors of | J . WANT 
Tel. COrtland 7-3486 Seana: anes cael ene: sald decrased, to exhibit to the subse SITUATION WANTED 
Hon. Bartholomew A. Sheehan Common Pleas pert gyi +s ong ae ot see J “a —— 
Motions—Every Friday. Hon. Charles P. Hutchinson Jor they will be forever barred from  prose- hed Boake, eee was 
NORMAN N. POPPER Motions—Every Friday. pails IAT ES fg Er ee 
Z CAPE MAY COUNTY lwarter poGigh SHERIDAN oo 
REGISTERED PATENT Supreme and Circuit : ; 147 A den y St eee Froctol | COUNSE LLOR AT-L AW, EX ARMY ¢ 
ATTORNEY Hon. Albert E. Burling MONMOUTH COUNTY bra SS. oe | vaca ye, 4: B. Princeton, LL. Bie 
Counsellor at Law Trials begin September 9. Supreme and Circuit Pie Rese re sce fod AI |Jersey. Box 835. Pre ri ey 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N.J. || Motions—Every Friday at Cir-| Hon. Robert V. Kinkead PSTATE OF NATHAN P May 15, 194 bor di: 
MArket 3-2010 cuit Court Room Guarantee | High number — nt Wa on b ‘a GE ROE i-| SERVICES FOR LAWYER. s 
Trust Bldg., Atlantic City. Weekly call—214. ia KER, Surrogate fe Comey “ot Benes, — Bent « 
= eet ces Daily call—195. rsigned, Bxecutrix of said deceased. pg = Bas ,TURN YOUR OLD DOR 
i ‘ 3 _ eesiery ypc =i } Ju en nto i e ¢ = x 
Intelligent Investigations} CUMBERLAND COUNTY = | Motlons “Friday, June 7th at) i pa 
Supreme and Circuit . eee th 
Armed Guards, Uniformed ase = elit Aiea 
Watchmen furnished. <r ain oe i tenga aid PASSAIC COUNTY cared. within six months from tis date —- ao dt 
° * : on sel one Supreme and Circuit mtn ee ee 
Madison Detective Bureau | Motions—Every Friday at Court Hon. Robert H. Davidson RUTH P. ROSE ( Specializing ) 


225 W. 34th St., New York, N. ¥.| House, Trenton. High No. reached in call—463. [\°Ctinton x: see ie || Offices in Mexico Over 30 Yean 


Chickering 4-1252 Common Pleas ions— ewark 2, N. J. E. DEAN FU 

_ 4 Hon. Solve Tuso _ ees Pie a J—May’ 23,30, June 6, 13, : 2 W. th, NYC. Poor 6m 
Motions—Every Friday at Court ins hens Sh eee May 16, 1s 
= Elizabeth oe House, Bridgeton. High No. reached in call—119. ate ATP | ott ALTER FARB " one : | 
; cto aeegprenre “day made, te of the || EXPERT LEGAL, DOCUMENTA 

Hanus Detective Agency ||, i:nment Indee SALEM COUNTY uasertined | fe Re TRANSLATIONS 
Suite 601-602 Hon. William A. Smith. Supreme and Circuit ci gar Re . pana || ALSO COMMERCIAL. TECHNIC! 
1143 East Jersey Street Acting Assignment Commission- |Hon. Howard Eastwood ahead: cawanvint eons eran SCIENTIFIC, in all language 
Elizabeth, N. J. 7 John F. O'Bri Trials—Concluded for the term. | ‘sd. within’ six’ months his date | UNIVERSAL TRANSLATION 
CHARLES HANUS, Princtpal So os — Motions—Every Friday at Court | nt: ‘or recovering the same against the |{ 37 Washington Ste Newark 2, i 

House, Trenton. j UPscribe’\DIE_ FARBER | MArket 2-0196 
| IRVING 8S. F | 





SURROGATE’S NOTICES attorney wanted for title clg 











experience and salary. Bal 





Trials—Concluded for the term.| Dee oe. ys 
PAULINE LAT 


































































































Supreme and Circuit 
High number reached— oe = 
L. E. FULLER Weekly call—1289. oe 


: Supreme and Circuit ed ge! a mere td 
INVESTIGATOR Commercial calendar—1861. | 1 fay 30, June 6, 13, 20 . 
Licensed arid Bonded Daily call—1195. a — L. a May 17, 1946 Reconversion 
New York (4336) New Jersey (448) Common Pleas eae cay, ‘a 7 | ESTATE OF MARY M. MORNINGRED, | Personnel Check 
184 Broadway, Long Branch, N. J. || Hon. W. Stanley Naughright Daily “eall__308. ; “a sti t to the order of GEORGE H. | 
Wetaphone: &.G. 2505 ag gg Motions—Every Friday. | this day’ made, on the application of the | Cofidential reports on cont 
ie 7 Common Pleas ee he path . Jes na FO sami mar : plated new key men, exed 
|Hon. Edward A. McGrath br ge BE. ee ee 
MPLETE QUALITY CORPORATION OUTFITS |i cee ie, ae oe Se tes eels oe 
- ‘ ; ; $} P-ERLY Cail—oo. Jor they will be for i from “il -early is. 
COMPLETE QUA ITY K NN GUIFIE Motions—Every Friday. citing or reeovering the same against the | yearly ae 
Se FREDERICK ENGEL 
Minute Book, Stock Certificates, Stock Transfer J ° e DERSON, ENGEL & LEONARD ' \ 
Ledger, Corporate Seal—Durable SSS IS ie ore o Essex Circuit Calendar 117 Aca Proctors BISHOP'S SERVICE, 
As above with Printed N. J. Minutes ...................0c0000- Notice sewark aes Be : 7 | ’ aac’ Missin fi one 
We pay postage Viet EE TI ad Dele i <0 
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CONTINENTAL STATIONERY CO., Inc. | 









































There will be no further weekly 
een tare calls in the Essex County Supreme | 
PRINTERS — ENGRAVERS — LITHOGRAPHERS oe z= ata ake pesados on So 


305 Broadway COrtlandt 7-5744 New York 7 and Circuit Courts for the balance | 
of this term by reason of the fact | 
= that all the trial days remaining in | 


the term are already filled with 


‘PRINTERS FOR LAWYERS |} | cases set for trial. All cases which | 


had been adjourned to weekly calls | 

between now and June 28 will be} 

CASES BRIEFS FINANCIAL automatically carried to the Sep- tion and insur 
* tember Term and will be given a| New Jersey. 

preference in listing accordingly. 
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